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Development Education on Management Activities
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Abstract

This study is about the solution to solve the problem - aging of fisheries worker and exodus of young
adult from fisheries. We tried to find out internal improvements which are necessary for overcoming
issues. After that, research about inducements and institutional improvements to drive internal improvements
has done. and Current policies of Korea for securing workforce in fisheries were examined especially for
Gyeongsangnam-do by literature investigation and survey

The main purpose of this study is, problems of policy in order to secure Fisheries managers, identify
practical obstacle and the activities and management activities performance of training education. and it is
to provide evidence to policy improvement. To achieve the purpose of this study, conducted studies are as
below. This study is to investigate the educational performance of Fisheries managers and its impact on
their business performance using SEM and SEM-Moderate-effect. In terms of the amount of impact on
business performance, the level of educational achievement and management activity outcomes had the
most impact followed by excellence of educational condition and programs distinction.

Therefore, in order to inspire the motivation for learning and communicate the importance of such
education to Fisheries communities, there is a need to introduce a variety of methods, professional
facilities. The purpose of this research is to define the problems of the Fisheries Census of Korea and to
make better policies for improvement. In order to complete the purpose, the research team has firstly
conducted a survey in the six regions to reinvestigate the yes or no for accuracy of the primary data
related to the Fisheries Census. Moreover, the team has defined the problems of the Fisheries Census
through conducting a survey for the experts and users of the fisheries statistics. Also, the team has derived
the short/long term improvement of Fisheries Census through out this survey.
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<Table 1> Investigation Outline

Division Investigation Outline
A Study on the Impact of Management
Purpose Activities in Fisheries Manager Development
Education
Questionnaire

Survey Target Fisheries Manager

Method of
Investigation

1:1 Interview,
Wire Telephone Investigation

2015. 10. 26 ~ 12. 18 About 54 days
am 09:00 ~ pm 06:00
About Shour

Investigation
Period

Interview Hour 15~30 minute a head

Questionnaire

Number 140
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<Table 2> Descriptive Definition of Variable

Variable Operationalized Definition Previous Research
Education Desire Houle(1961
Voluntary Exploration oule( )
Teacher Personal Connections Formation Effort Kenyon(1968)
Behavior - - Ryong-Sik KHONG(1982)
Student Personal Connections Formation Effort
of Ed - Site Application Eff Cookson(1987)
Education ucation co?tent .1te pp 1Cét10n ort Sung-Eui BAE(1996)
Problem Solution Using Education Personal - -
C i Applicati Kilpatric(2000)
onnections Appucation Yang-Ho NAM et al(2010)
Management Activities Performance Expectiong Aid
Professionali f Teach
Exogenous TOCSSIONATISIN 07 _eacher Ryong-Sik KHONG(1984)
. Superiority of Educational Facilities K .
Latent Condition Diversitv of Student by field Kilpatric et al.(1999)
Variable of Do y Educar yP Sang-Tack JUNG(2005)
Education e‘m‘e‘ ness o u?atlon urpose Sang-Jin MA(2006)
P0551b111ty‘of Fprmatlon of Personal Yang-Ho NAM et al(2010)
Relationship by Education
Superiority of Education Program
Superiority of Education Program(Public
. Institution) Vandenvan & Hawkins(1996)
Education — - .
Program Superiority of Education Program Jin-Hwa KIM et al(2000)
(NATIONAL FEDERATION OF FISHERIES Yang-Ho NAM et al(2010)
COOPERATIVES)
Superiority of Education Program(Univerisity)
Achievement of Eduactional Purpose
Achievement of Eduactional Purpose(Public Kirkpatrick(1998)
Eucational Institution) Myong-Sook KIM(1999)
Performance | Achievement of Eduactional Purpose(NATIONAL Yeon-Hee KA(2008)
FEDERATION OF FISHERIES COOPERATIVES) Yang-Ho NAM et al(2010)
Achievement of Eduactional Purpose(University)
Endogenous Contribution Result of Education Management
Latent Activities
) Contribution Result of Education Management i .
Variable Result of Activities(Public Institution) Kirkpatrick(1994)
Fisheries Contribution Result of Education Management Holton(1995)
Management Activities(NATIONAL FEDERATION OF Jin-Mo KIM(1997)
Activities FISHERIES COOPERATIVES) Sang-Jin MA(2007)
Contribution Result of Education Management
Activities(University)
Income Improvement After Education
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[Fig. 1] Research Model for Fisheries Manager
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<Table 3> Coefficient Estimates, Construct Reliability, Average Variance Extracted, Goodness of Fit

Coefficient of Coefficient Constreut
The Route of Research S.E CR P AVE .
U nonsstandard of standard Reliability
Attitude—Behavior of Education7 792 749 .094 842 s
Attitude—Behavior of Education6 748 668 .100 7498 o
Attitude—Behavior of Education5 751 626 .107 7.005 o
Attitude—Behavior of Educationd .851 672 113 7542 = (0.522594 0.883718
Attitude—Behavior of Education3 1.000 749
Attitude—Behavior of Education2 .804 633 113 7.087 e
Attitude—Behavior of Educationl 675 570 .106 6358 e
Conditions—Condition of Education5 1.000 528
Conditions—Condition of Educationd 1.302 779 209 6243
Conditions—Condition of Education3 1.166 649 206 5.647 = 0.646927 0.899397
Conditions—Condition of Education2 1.627 333 252 6446 o
Conditions—Condition of Educationl 1410 794 224 6304 e
Program
forty onal T 1.000 633
Program
.. . 1.104 689 .161 6.848
—Superiority Educational Promgram3
Y o 0.677652 0.892713
fority Felucational P > 1.186 753 162 7334
Program .
Superiority Fducational P 1.262 334 .160 7.892
Achievement
—Educational Performance4 1.000 783
Achievement
—Bducational Perf 3 1.065 824 .103 10381
A 0.749320 0.922767
evement
—Educational Perf - 1.034 334 .098 10.546
Achievement
—Educational Performancel 1.0%2 840 103 10632
Menagement Result—>Result of Educationsl 1.000 703
Managenrent ActivitiesS
Management Result—Result of Educational o
Activitiesd 1.029 770 120 8.59%
Management Result—Result of Educational -
Activities3 1.098 741 133 8279 0.750057 0.937035
Management Result—Result of Educational -
Activities? 1.265 .393 128 9.882
Management Result—Result of Educational -
M Activities] 1.115 .361 117 9.563
**%P<().01
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<Table 4> Comparison Using Average Variance Extracted and Coefficient of correlation

L Correlation
Division 1 2 3 4 AVE
Attitude(p” ) 1 052259
Conditions (p*) 592(.350)** 1 0.646927
Program(p? ) 542(.204)*+ 815(.664)+ 1 0.677652
Achievement(p?) 588(.346)** 760(.578)** 700(490)** 1 0.749320
Result of management(p° ) 636( 404y 839( 704 801(.642)** 785(.616)* 0.750057
**P<0.05
<Table 5> Comparison Using Coefficient of correlation and Standard Error
Division Estimate 2 X SE. - +
Attitude <> Conditons 592 0.088 0.504 0.68
Attitude <> Program 542 0.088 0454 0.63
Attitude <> Achievement .588 0.114 0474 0.702
. Result of
Attitude <> " 636 0.102 0.534 0.738
Conditions <> Program 815 0.084 0.731 0.899
Conditions <> Achievement 760 0.092 0.668 0.852
Conditions <> Result of 839 0.084 0.755 0923
Management
Program <> Achievement 700 0.088 0.612 0.788
Result of
program <> . 801 0.082 0.719 0.883
Result of .
M " <> Achievement 785 0.102 0.683 0.887
<Table 6> Fit of Model and Hypothesis Test Result
Adoption
Hypothesis The Route of Research SPC. S.E. CR. Both One Both One
sides sides sides sides
H 1 Attitude - Achieverrent 193 .143 1.634 102 .051% reject accept
H 2 Conditions i Achieverrent 1.192 .809 2.286 .022%* | 011%** acecept accept
H 3 Program - Achieverent -.554 639 | -1.132 258 129 reject reject
. Result of ok s
H 4 Achieverrent il Management 360 .084 3.740 accept accept
. Result of . .
H 5 Attitude - Management 097 .093 1.101 271 135 reject reject
Result of
seokok sk ks
H 6 Program - Management 541 125 4.907 accept accept
Fit
of \2 = 274.666, df =218, p—value =.006, GFI =872, TLI=.966, CFI= 975, RMSEA= 043
Model

*P<0.1, **P<0.05, ***P<0.01
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